Tactics and Conjunctures 


By Shomit Sirohi 


I. The structure of the contemporary world in the specie of history, a structuralism 
unsurpassable, because of the objective modes of deployment of social forms and 
social being and forms of consciousness: 


First there is a concrete analysis of a concrete situation. The Indian conjuncture, is 
in multiple independent conjunctures, that are a chain of contradictions in due to 
the imperialist power politics, and international balance of class forces aligned with 
groups of capital in each national situation, in India comprador and monopoly 
dependent on the social formation and terrain. There is a sector of development, a 
sketch of the Indian conjucture. It is first a political structure, which has a level of 
determination of shifting alliances and party oriented politics, that are 
conjuncturally institutions of states, and their Homeric constituion by the people, 
along with the structures of independent states. This dialectic in state institutions, is 
a partisan structure of ideologies. There is an advanced capitalist urban sector of 
monopoly capital, and parliamentary politics, and modes of deployment of 
institutional sectors of power with a reduplication of institutions and caste power as 
the heirarchical form of democracy. There is in other words, a political structure, 
with a history to the antiquity, as seen in time and historical sedimentation, which is 
then a centralized power, with independent institutions and states in species of 
historical formations. 


There is at once a political structure, and independent states and institutional 
deployments of state apparatuses, and people's resistance, in the advanced 
capitalist sectors of urban and countryside re-unions, and a comprador capital and 
political structure oriented against the people in tribal belts in India. 


This is one concrete analysis. 


II. The temporal form of dialectical materialism in a conjuncture determined by the 
balance of class insurrection and forms of reality in concrete analysis: 


There is a conjuncture in the level of advanced capitalism and temporal parallaxes 
in the objective dynamic of class struggle that is the Sanyal-Mazumdar-Sirohian 
conjecture and tactical advancements. There is as well, the structure of state power 
and economic formations that is the structuring principle of all orders of states and 
existential operations of contemporary forms of life. And then the principles of 
structured situations, ruptured in chains of contradictions, that displace or 
condense in an overdetermination of three contradictions, working class, peasant 
and tribal axes of conjunctures and fused contradictions. 


This concrete temporal analysis introduces characterizations of temporal 
movements of fused groups and contradictins, in line with capitalist dynamics of 


objective repression of wages and people's rights, that then merge into a 
characterization of capital and state power, which is monopolistic or comprador and 
aligned agaisnt the people, requiring a temporal indices of class struggle, at the 
level of of indices of first world politics, of theoretical praxis, in dialectical 
incontinence with people's rights. And this structure of shifting class analysis, 
introduces an element of capital in the structuring principle of each contradiction, 
and mediates between people and capital, in a dialectical temporal parallax, of 
either p or non-p, diagonalized. It implies that the compromise with capital and state 
is an index of dialectical orientations. It is the measure of a class struggle and 
weight of classes that then concentrates capital and orients American capitalism as 
the cultural universalisation of Americanism, that then contradicts the people, and 
then takes the side of the people. This dialectical tactical insertion, is a grasping of 
the conjuncture as multiple independent conjunctures that fuse in occassions, and 
oppose capital, even as American capitalism develops the economic structure and its 
efficient deployment of mass production. This dialectical two sided movement is the 
torsioning of capital and labour into a dialectical movement of class struggle in 
permanence. 


This is a second concrete analysis. Concrete class struggle, is dependent on capital 
and international dynamics of capital, which is a shifting field of alignment and 
adjustments. 


III. Concrete class analysis and its epistemo-critical usage in a concrete situation, an 
addendum to the specie history of a class struggle and its complex articulations: 


There are large forms of analysis: 


(I) International balance of class forces and local contradictions, in a merger of 
fused chains of contradictions induced by capital, at a national level, even as there 
are local sketches. 


(II) The sketch is a sketch of urban classes and their factories and urban working 
class, this level of cities and countryside distinctions. Then the sketch of peasants 
and countryside contradictions. And then finally the tribal belt of poorest people and 
a sketch of their presence. 


Finally, a logico-geometric conception of the situation. There is a worker-level, 
peasant-level and tribal-level in nations and states. And this objective remark, 
organises the people in vast extensions of generic forcings. 


(III) The introductions of capital and state power, as a measure of analysis that 
there is a global capitalism that is dominant in permanence because of the structure 
of classes and democratic institutions. The characeterisation of capitals, and the 
intervention of economic theorists and their independent praxis as loaded with the 
stance of the people, along with compromises for the advancement of capitalism and 
its configuration to good life, as a general measure. 


(IV) The arguments of English Marxism as the central theory of contemporary and 
past analysis in a geometric deployment of arguments in comparatives and 
comparisons of situations and the need for an aleatory conjuncture to take into the 
masses and leadership in dialectical incontinence for the measure of capital and 
labour in and in-organisation of the people aligned with capital for democratic 
power. 


(V) There is the structuring principles of state and capital, that then structure daily 
existence and forms of life, that is then opposed by general deployments of influence 
over the structural dynamic of class struggle, which is a measure of exploitation, or 
even wage-repression by capital. This permanent war of the people and capital, and 
the dual instances of taking people and capital together at times, is a mode of class 
struggle, compromise and class struggle, as thesis and anti-thesis and synthesis. It 
is a dialectical form of operation, because there is a complex detachment of people 
and capital, whic requires a closed reflexive operation of class struggle and events. 
This is the problematic of capital's expansion and in fact global expansion, and the 
deployment of class struggle in a Homeric battle of the people against the Athenian 
polis, for a reform in the aristocratic government. This is its actual historical form. 
Negotiations with capital, are necessary supplements of democratic power. 


IV. Why Democracy and what is the will of the people in a conjuncture that is 
independent of actual consciousness, and then dependent on the Bourgeois politics 
of Sartrean heroes: 


There is the Homeric constitution of the people against state power and capitalism, 
as the demos or multitude that is aligned with nature in Spinoza. There is a power of 
states and capitals, and dominant classes and fractions of power and power blocs, 
that is the determinate efficacy of state and capital. On the one hand the ideologies 
of captials and states and power blocs induce democratic power. At another level 
social formations, cultures and historical developments as a determination of a level 
in the political structure of a society along with backwardness and advancement as 
a peculiar contradiction, requires democratic dispensations for the universality of 
the people along with capital. Therefore the wedge introduced by whatever 
singularities as in Spain, constitute a new universality, of both class struggle and 
capital and their dialectical alternation and conflict, towards an infinite power. This 
is the alignment of nature and citizens and multitudes compromising with capital in 
infinite resignation, and against. 


V. There is a theory of the subject and its intervention into reality and concrete 
politics that is in the Aeschylean heroism of the political subject: 


There is a courage, and justice, in anxiety against the super-ego. This is the theory 
of the subject, that the complex subject with determine a line and draw a complex 
diagram of the situation and force into history, the objective parallax of class 
struggle and communism, as the subject of politics and not even a sense of 
economics. This subject determines either p or non-p, and is the determination of 


pure politics in French philosophy and theory. It is the organisation of the people 
against the state and capital. In France, UCFML first and then OP recently, organise 
the factories, and working class deployments of Aeschylean advacements. This 
structure of politics replaces the structuring principle of capital and state, by 
people's intervention. It is as if there is a state and capital, at one level and its basis 
or fundamentals are structured by a new multiple, the subject of people. How does 
this structure daily existence and forms of life? It is merely a theory of the subject, 
that the subject will determine the daily life. It is by a historical movement that the 
economic structure is decided. It is a permanent general will. It is the will of the 
people, that decide on economic matters most crucial. This is the theory of the 
subject in Badiou and Ranciere. 


In its place is a theory of existential operators by Sirohi. Which maintains the same 
situation and multiple of capital and state as structuring principle of democracy, and 
then within this general situation, Badiou argues for a new situation of politics. In 
its place, is the structuring principle remaining the same, and some of this pure 
politcs intervening, and economic formalization, determining the level of capital and 
state, aligned with the people. 


VI. The larger argument again as a refutation of pure politics without the class 
analysis and characterisation of a people, state and capital, a specie of historicus 
and Maximillian Robespierre: 


There is the larger formalization of politics under Marxism-Leninism-Maoism, and it 
is the organisation of the people and state, against capital, in its classical formalized 
state. In its place is the organisation of the multiple tendencies of people and capital 
and state. This tendential experimentalism of Trotskysim, is the arrangement of 
Maximillian Robespierre. It is the organisation of a far left, and movements, of 
French people and revolutionary power, against the state, and once occupying the 
empty place of democracy, intervening in the conjuncture through an efficacy 
removed from the French Revolution. The power, will organise the people, but will 
also organise the economic base. And this is the organisation of an economic 
formation, which is a national balance of class forces, and weight of classes that 
determine a conjuncture on tactical exigency, that is an aleatory configuration of 
forces, social forces, social movements and dialectical institutions of power of the 
people and hegemonic hexis of the state, in constellation with inter-state systems, 
that all interlock and collide and organise a historical materialist development of 
class struggle. 


VII. Description in Marxism of the current conjuncture: 


There is capital and organic compositions of capital, and accumulation of capital and 
primitive accumulation as an ongoing process in sectors of the world. There is the 
balance of class forces, that is a determination of international expanded 
reproduction of capital being the dominant fraction of classes and expanded 
economies of scale that is the globalization of capital and multinational capital. This 


world-system is then interlocked with regimes of accumulation and World Bank led 
interventions and capital led interventions into national economies at a European 
and international scale. This then becomes the basis for communist revolutions, as 
the contradictions in distinct conjunctures merge with some tactical efficiency 
towards the organisation of democratic leftist or Marxist and Leninist power. This 
changing of valences is the dialectical view of history from the Eighteenth Brumiare 
document's perspective. The victory of communism, is to return to Marx, and 
support democratic power only. The problematic of nationalisation and communist 
economic entities, is a large problematic of national independence only. It is in other 
words Sirohi as greater than Mao or Trotsky. The problematic of a communist 
economy as in Latin America, is an effect of tactical exigencies and analysis, which 
is dependent on economic values among the Latin American cultural formation. In 
Europe advanced capitalism and in India advanced capitalism is the better option 
because of cultural peculiarities of the advanced cultures. And this basis leads to 
communism, as the greater force of power of the people, because of the logic of 
articulation between capital and communism, on the side of capitalism and 
communism as two brackets of the same situation. It is actually a conjunctural 
efficacy, but equally the destiny of communism, is artistic politics and democracy 
and wills of the people all acting towards a communism as a stage which is implicitly 
capitalist, is what Marx meant by advanced capitalism being the basis of 
communism in Europe. 


Psychological problems of advanced interventions into culture and the formation of 
utopian planning, is to be replaced, but problematics such as these, which indicate 
an objective materialist philosophy of certainity on the questions, when one 
organises the thought that capitalism and political structures, are dependent on the 
interventions, because of organisations of the people in will of the people, that is the 
opening of the effect of isolation and alienation and praxico-inerte predicaments, 
towards the ever onward march of cultural advancement till there is utopia and 
capitalism embedded in it. This is the problematic of utopia. Communism is a 
utopian idea, but also scientific. It implies that there is a scientific utopia in this 
tactical deployment of truth and victory, in changing valences, that constitute 
objectivity, and subjective argumentations of English Marxism and Anderson as the 
correct scientific analysis of utopia. 


VIII. Description II on the current conjuncture and historical materialism as an 
adjunct of dialectical materialism, the unity of both being a dialectical view of 
historical materialism as in Brumiare documents, as well as in historical writings 
that are determined in this tactico-strategic form for insights into political 
discussions among Marxist-Leninists. This dialectical inter-tanglement between 
history and subjective lines of argumentation, and its final argument of theory in a 
practical state, requiring a philosophy by Althusser, is nothing other than a 
philosophical intervention. 


The historical analysis of modes of production are then delimited into periods, 
epistemes and compartives between periods and epistemes, along with art history 
and monadologies of Ideas of epistemology and moments in the determinate process 


of Hegelian circles, as the dialectical expansion of knowledge is Sirohian 
materialism. It is at once a personal philosophy of life, and scientific materialism 
and dialectical knowledge. He opens the continent of dialectical and historical 
materialism. This then is turned into writings on style and incontinence, along with 
Heidegger and Wittgenstein. This is a dispositive in the present conjuncture. The 
argumentation is fine and scientific. 


The dialectical standpoint requires an analysis, of concrete class analysis that is this 
book. As concrete analysis one requires the viewpoint of historical analysis because 
that enrichens the present with past occasions that repeat in history, or that inform 
a comparison, which is a instrument of analysis, in the sense of Latin. This implies 
that there is a dialectical philosophy which operates on history, and produces lines 
and lines on the conjuncture. 


The present analysis shifts to this mode of analysis: 


There is a long duration between the Greek period and the present. There is as well, 
several mediations between histories or configurations of histories in modes of 
production that include tributary modes of production and historical specific modes 
of production that are trajectories of histories on Byzantium and Egypt, along with 
Russian mirs, and Peruvian Incas, and Indian Harappans. These modes of 
production, transformed into another mode of production, that are several 
mediations, of histories and trajectories of class struggle and victories and defeats 
of Spartican slave uprisings, even as there is a general view of history as a long 
duration of class struggle and modes of production and international finance capital 
later one. This is historicality in Heidegger. It reads the whole line of history in one 
dialectical breadth. This is the dialectical reading of history. In the present there is 
a conjuncture in line with present articulations of power and resistance, and there is 
a repetition of history. 


IX. Description III history and class consciousness as a degree of independence of 
the mode of production and its ideology and consciousness of caste ideology as a 
problematic for Marxists in India: 


There is a caste ideology in India, that orients the masses into caste determinations 
that enter into the political structure as an ideological formation. This is the 
objective class and caste dynamic in Indian democracy. Yet there exists 
comparatives to race in America and proletariat is leading class of the structural 
dynamic of class struggle. This implies the need for a progressive class formation, to 
take place and a degree of independence from both caste ideology and non-ideology. 
A parallax of caste and class consciousness introduces historical tendencies of the 
annihilation of caste in India. 


In historical terms, there is a long duration of history in India, where the state 
formation is a phenomenon seen in time, in Marc Bloch's sense, which indicates a 
long trajectory of the state and class struggle, and anti-caste dalit politics, all of 
which condense onto the matrixial effect of overdetermination in principle of class 
struggle, in mass politics. In historical terminology, there is a long line of continuity 


and discontinuity in the dialectical interpretation of history in India. It is equally a 
history of slave uprisings in Greece. There is a Ambedkarite formation of politics in 
India, and this is analogical to class consciousness in America, where black power is 
an element of consciousness and class consciousness. Then the histories of 
trajectories of class struggle and emancipation of black people from slavery, and the 
annihilation of caste, by the communist organisations of the people. There is dalit 
consciousness which is aligned with communism, even as capital penetrates social 
relations towards a structurality, of a borromean knot, which creates a progressive 
anti-caste bourgeoisie that leads the working class and peasants and dalit power, 
towards the organisation of a autonomous class consciousness which is singularity 
or whatever. 


X. Description IV the question of capitalism and power relations and their 
transformation: 


In historical terms there is class struggle in modes of production. The speciality of 
communism, is that it is a mode of production based on a political cut of revolution. 
The transition to the communist mode of production, is not possible in objective 
terms, because it is an element of political transformation only, as opposed to 
economic crisis that lead to an objective immanent dynamic of change in the slave 
mode of production due to its eventual inefficiency or the feudal mode of production 
because of its backwardness and the absence of growth or economic wealth and 
growth. In capitalism there is no real problem for it to be replaced by communism, 
unless as a subjective and objective complex. There is an internal contradiction in 
capitalism, leading to the immanence of communism. Yet it is not a stage after 
capitalism, there are no stages in the late Marx, only subjectively objective 
interventions and cuts, that are consequently back to a bourgeois revolution in 
China, and this is its objective status, which in subjective measure there is some 
communism. 


In the context of India and America, the organic composition of capital and the 
cycles of class struggle, and transformations of social relations towards progressive 
mediations of black and dalit power, into a wider social class, that determines the 
class struggle towards black and dalit power. This is the articulation of the organic 
composition and its variable labour, into an objective class consciousness, that 
misses the encounter with subjective consciousness of dalit singularity, because the 
variable component of the organic composition, is a technical subjectivity of workers 
leading to trade union consciousness, as opposed to a wider awareness of class 
consciousness and dalit power, because the organic composition of capital 
concentrates power relations and class division or division of labour in casteist 
segments, because the segmented working class, is the objective status of capital 
and its division of working class and its segments of multiple castes and class 
segements, which is divisioned class a priori in the structure of capital and its 
organic composition because there is a dialectical class separation and alienation 
tinged by the historical complexion of society, which is particularised in castes 
because of its historical level, and social and cultural formation. There is separation 
in capital, because this aids the process of concentration and accumulation and 


primitive accumulation of capital, and this is the origin of class and caste division 
even within progressive semio-capital. The alienation and separation of classes and 
castes, and races and gender, is finally the name of the worldless capital that Badiou 
notes. The worldless capital in Badiou, is a neutral economic matrix, that then 
inhabits a social and cultural and historical formation and prevents the organisation 
of a world. The world is when an event takes place. The world is the organisation 
beyond alienation and separation, of a communist world of singularities. This is the 
organisation of black jazz genius, or Indian new materialists and modernists. 


XI. Tactico-strategic interventions on History and dialectical critique, and the 
alignment of the above variations of descriptions (I, II, II and IV) with a 
conjunctural class analysis and concrete analysis: 


The historicality of modes of production is an objective description of history, that is 
scientific inquiry into utopia in Andersonian history. This is displaced onto a tactico- 
strategic analysis, for the necessity of the conjunctural mode of production, that is 
nothing other than a strategic displacement of the same problematic for the 
interpretation of objective class analysis into subjective modes of analysis, for 
further clarification of the same structuralism. 


The institutional complexes of articulation of class struggle, and of other segments, 
is the the mediation of institutions and state formations, with class antagonism. 
There is as well, the objective account of historical materialism, that supplements 
this tactical ensemble of interventions, with its due objectivity. The dialectical 
analysis of history, is a supplement for further objectivity on the question of 
scientific materialism in history. This displacement is then a vanishing mediator to 
history. It indicates that there is as well questions of advancements in class struggle 
and hegemonic hexis in state power, and that there is a number of ISAs and RSAs, 
and ther combinations, which argue for the people's resistance to be structured as 
class conflict with the dialectic of objective forces and crisis inducing capital, 
towards the organisation of the people even as there is the larger picture of 
alignments with capitalism, and its resistance. 


History as dialectical style, is the objective rendition on tactical analysis and is 
concrete analysis as well, because there is a structuralism in Andersonian history. In 
this case there is now time for experimentation with consciousness, generalizations, 
and class consciousness and series in Sartre. 


XII. In talking Marxism there is equivalent gestures of discussion in experimental 
figures of the Other, especially the Sartrean being and nothingness of an individual: 


The individual is characterized as his class positions, character, consciousness and 
philosophy. He is a normal citizen of the national situation, and is an objective 
indices of subjective leaders and psychologies. This individual has drifting thoughts 
on social relations of production, and modes of production and capitalism. He 
argues broadly that there will always be resistance and I admire a certain figure of 


leaders. This is actual consciousness and a figure that interprets the subjective 
leader as correct. Also on the primacy of consciousness in life or in leading life as it 
is. A minimal existential sketch. 


XIII. Points and aleation: 


In the dramatism of an unfolding process of communism, is the precise logic of 
points in the sense of Frantz Fanon, who undug graves and resurrected people into 
life. Is this a permanent predicament, has it happened is this possible? These 
subjective questions, are answered by the advanced vanguard of the people and its 
alignment with Cuban doctoring, and scientific formations, that resemble Trotsky in 
his times, but is more advanced beyond speculative sciences in Trotsky's position, 
towards objective sciences, as a mediation of structuralism and principles of 
biological sciences, and interventions in cutting interpretations, that are modalities 
of objectivity, that indicate irrational tendencies such as forever existence and 
removal of finitude, which is deemed rational because of experimentalism in 
medicine and doctoring, from Sirohianism, which is an objective status in doctors 
lives and thoughts, because it is an alignment with Nobel Prize level science, that is 
the grouped status of scientists, that are formed and intellectual formations, that 
organise the conjuncture, into an analysis of points. Points have taken place in the 
Indian conjuncture, perhaps as an autonomous series of effects and causes, because 
there is a breakthrough in structures of biological sciences, mixed with doctoring 
praxes, that are all the organisation of a science, of eternal life. It is the mediations 
of class struggle, with philosophy and social formations and groups of scientific 
thinkers, that organise a conjuncture. This is largely due to the subjective 
excellence of Sirohi and education. It is deemed scientific because of his large 
intellectual formation or episteme. 


XIV. The operation of history in structures and individuals. forming an analysis of 
the individual in history: 


There are individuals in history, though the accurate analysis of structures, and 
processes and individuals, is a long duration of history according to Marx, this is the 
general structure. Yet there are individuals who gain importance and have minimal 
contributions. This is the dialectical consciousness needed to read in line with 
individuals, biographies that have the scope of history. Consider these tactico- 
stragetic deployments of structural dynamics to also include a biography. This is 
because there is the praxis of theorists and figures, that are emblematic of a period 
such as Che Guevara as the complete man. This is the analysis of individuals in 
Sartre. Equally it is the dialectical forms of consciousness that evade the individual 
and grasp the structures of social contradictions and social structural processes 
which in Braudel is finally a long duration of history as a sketch of objective 
proceses of deep materialist structures with the bracketed exposition of events and 
individual lives. These are all henceforth in tactical-analysis, bracketed expositions 
and current now-time analysis, which are bracketed. 


XV. The close of this study and concrete analysis on the consideration of a topo- 
graph produced: 


There is historical inquiry and subjective deployments of history, mixed with 
objective dialectics in history and analogies to the past, all of which condense and 
concentrate the the whole of history, into a multiple independent conjunctures, that 
require temporal parallaxes, and even structural dynamics, that transform society 
from an inertia and practico-inerte and even conservatism, towards the organisation 
of the people towards the 15 N form of Spanish politics, or CPIML stance of Indian 
politics, such is the future of tactical deployments and engagements and ensembles. 
This is the conjunctural end of this book. 


